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PART 1(Importance of the manuscript) 


	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The MS describe the effect of xtrazine on growth attributes of Telfairia occidenttalis. Is such herbicide is available is first question? [As there is no any such herbicide found even after Google it]. Is it atrazine? Check and do needful correction.
The manuscript is poorly written with too many grammatical mistake as well as incomplete information. The MS need through major revision before its further publication.  
	






PART  2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	


	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	2 = Needs Improvement
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
	






PART  2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	NO;
Write time and duration of study; Write rate and timing of application of herbicide/ herbicides tested in experiment; Write the results in quantifiable terms rather than writing general statements. 
In concluding statement in abstract, write the concentration of herbicide and timing of application which gives highest yield or any other plant growth parameter.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	NO;
The data is not statistically analyzed and need to be analyzed statistically. 
All most all sections need through revision as mostly they are incomplete, lack of grammatical correctness and non-consistent.
The result section need a through revision; while discussion is needs to be based on data presented in MS. The section wise comments are given below.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	No
Strictly follow the reference writing style of the journal for both citing of the references in text and enlisting them in reference list. 
Cross check the references for their presence in both text and in reference list. 
	















	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	Introduction-Check the introduction grammatical corrections;
Write the status of cultivation of Telfairia occidentalis in selected country and avoid repletion and too much text about nutritional properties of selected crop. 
Write about present status of weed flora reported in selected crop, the losses caused as well as the presently followed methods of weed management.
 Research background is lacking about the methods of weed control tested and their effectiveness in terms of increasing yield or reducing the weed growth. 
Materials and methods- Write about soil initial properties. 
The treatment details as well as experimental details are incomplete. 
Crop cultivation practices such as seed and sowing specification, nutrient management, water and weed management are not given in this section.
Information on statistical analysis procedure is not given. Avoid the grammatical mistakes.  
Results- Write the results continuously in text and avoid writing separately 1-2 statements with data tables. 
Combine all tables to have single table. 
It is difficult to know why authors have wrote effect of tested herbicide on crop growth rather than on weed dry matter or population
Correct the grammatical mistakes in result section.   
Discussion- 
Discussion is not matching with data given and results are again written in discussion section.  Disc the results in terms of what, why how and how much changes occurred due to application of herbicide as compared to control and other researchers findings.  
Conclusion- In concluding statement, write % increase in yield or any studied attributes in best treatment over control or other treatment. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	





Reviewer details:

Amit Anil Shahane, Central Agricultural University, Imphal, India
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